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Now, the Court has thus proclaimed 

itself the sole arbiter of our Nation’s 
moral standards, and in the course of 
discharging that awesome responsi-
bility, purports to take guidance from 
the views of foreign courts and legisla-
tures. Because I do not believe that the 
meaning of our eighth amendment, any 
more than the meaning of other provi-
sions of our Constitution should be de-
termined by the subjective views of 
five members of this Court and like-
minded foreigners, I dissent. 

This is Justice Scalia. 
Similarly, in Roper, Justice O’Con-

nor called on the Court to substitute 
basically its own moral judgment for 
‘‘the judgment of the nations’ legisla-
tures.’’ 

The majority, however, persists in 
imposing its will on the States and 
backs its decision up by citing the 
mandates of foreign legislatures. 

The usurpation of the voice of the 
people began roughly with New York v. 
Lochner, and the word Lochnerization 
has since been used to describe cases in 
which the judiciary overrides the 
democratic law-making authority and 
imposes its own morality, or in some 
cases lack of morality, on the people. 

Lochner was a 1905 case that has 
since been overruled; but in this case, 
the Supreme Court told the New York 
legislature it could not regulate cer-
tain items. 

So this usurpation continued with 
Roe v. Wade and again most recently in 
Lawrence v. Texas. 

Now, as the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) had mentioned, there was a 
very nice lunch today. And the Su-
preme Court was very gracious in 
reaching out and having members of 
the Committee on the Judiciary. There 
were Senators. There were some of us 
from the House Committee on the Ju-
diciary. There was a few staff members. 
And we heard from Justice Stevens, 
Justice O’Connor, Justice Breyer, Jus-
tice Kennedy and Justice Souter. 

I would say those are very, very hard-
working, well-meaning Justices. But 
good intentions are not enough. We 
know from history itself when we 
think about the words ‘‘this means 
peace in our time,’’ Chamberlain had 
the best of intentions. He meant well. 
He thought he was doing what was best 
for the world, and what he was doing 
was giving homage and helping a ty-
rant like Hitler. And so good inten-
tions simply are not enough.
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That oath must be upheld. So that is 
why I do take issue with the rationale 
in these cases. These are fine judges, 
but they have gone astray when they 
venture out beyond their oath and ne-
glect that from which they have sworn 
to uphold. 

If I might, one of the most frus-
trating things in this body has been the 
way people can play fast and loose with 
what is real, absolute truth. The Con-
stitution is truth. The Constitution 
does not change. It should not just go 

flittering here and there, depending on 
the whims of the Court. 

Just like I heard prior to us coming 
in, the prior presentation about Social 
Security, and I could not help but note 
when there was talk of, well, in 2017 
these old Republicans, they are talking 
about it is going bankrupt, and that is 
just all a facade of sorts, basically 
paraphrasing. Then the words were 
said, but it is actually in 2017 when 
there is more cash going out than 
comes in. We fall back on these tril-
lions of dollars that are in cash bonds 
that will continue to earn interest. 
Cash sounds like there is cash there. 
There is nothing there. There are IOUs. 
There are Federal IOUs, and to say 
they will continue to draw interest, 
they stick more IOUs in there and say 
there is your interest. That is just so 
disingenuous. It is so misleading, and 
even though I really believe those peo-
ple saying those things have the best of 
intentions, they are doing great harm 
to the Nation by misleading. 

In the same way, the Court has the 
best of intentions. They mean well. 
They think they are doing this great 
service. They go to the different semi-
nars and they speak in different places, 
and they hear these different things 
from other people who maybe look 
down on our laws for this or our laws 
for that. That has nothing to do with 
our Constitution. 

I really appreciate the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. POE) yielding to me to 
say some of these things that are so 
overwhelming in my heart and soul, as 
I look to the days ahead. I know they 
trouble my colleague greatly and I 
know that both of us came from the 
same school, if you are going to legis-
late, by golly, take off the robe, come 
off the bench, run for the legislature 
and if, God willing, you get elected, 
then you can come legislate. I agreed 
with you on that. We did the same 
thing. We are here, and hopefully 
America will help bring the justices 
back to reality, and the reality is they 
took an oath to support and defend the 
Constitution. 

So I appreciate that time, and let me 
just say, there has been a lot of mis-
leading information saying that some 
people, by their comments, they are 
doing great harm and inciting violence. 
I tell you what, as a judge I know you 
were tough and I was, too. Anybody 
that threatens, attempts to use force, 
attempts to use violence of any kind, 
they need to go to prison when it 
comes to our courts. 

That is why we are pushing the bill 
to make the sentences even tougher for 
anybody that is involved in that, but 
by golly, our Constitution promised us 
that First Amendment right to free-
dom of speech. Neither the Supreme 
Court nor anybody else should restrict 
what the Constitution and the Bill of 
Rights has granted to us. God willing, 
they will not and America will not let 
them do it in a nonviolent way. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I want to 

thank the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 

GOHMERT) for his kind words and for 
his insight into this important issue. 

Mr. Speaker, as most Americans go 
about being concerned about jobs, So-
cial Security, the environment, health 
care, crime, outsourcing, all of those 
things are important. Many of those 
issues will eventually end up in our 
courts. Some of those cases will find 
their way to the Supreme Court, and 
while this issue is somewhat complex, 
it is not that difficult to understand. 

The Constitution is the Bible for our 
democracy. Words mean something, 
Mr. Speaker, and the words of the Con-
stitution are words that we must live 
by, that we must stand by and that we 
must defend. 

I hope that most Americans, regard-
less of who they are, what their polit-
ical beliefs are, understand that our 
Constitution came about because of 
sacrifices of Americans, many of whom 
we will never know the names of, that 
fought first in the War of Independence 
and numerous wars after that, because 
we are a unique land, Mr. Speaker. We 
are a unique people, Mr. Speaker, and 
the pinnacle of our uniqueness is the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Every public official in this country, 
school board members, police officers, 
city councilmen, firefighters, members 
of the State legislatures, judges 
throughout our entire Nation and 
Members of this body took an oath to 
uphold and defend the Constitution of 
the United States. That is who our 
oath and our allegiance is made to, and 
all we are asking, Mr. Speaker, is that 
the Supreme Court come back home, 
follow their oath, be beholden to the 
United States Constitution and not to 
foreign countries.
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today and the 
balance of the week on account of a 
family medical emergency. 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today and May 
11 on account of a death in the family.

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mrs. MCCARTHY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) to revise 
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